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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pr &&Q&W ulemaking |
{the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dccket No. 14-233. AR 10 7008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures rnust not violate First Amendrnent rights. A number chooN\
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must ot be ado "Qéc MAIL

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refigious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NRRM's.proposed advisory board proposals oiid
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints 1o shape their
_ programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, ﬁrom dlctatmg what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularty a religious broadcaster, mustpresemnt.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First:Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not ptoperly dictated by any.government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would . .
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do-many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studic
location choices. Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Q(amr\.&o #M\,Xdz@, g-4-0d

Signature and Date \

Yoo & Al Jodd 265 Copdo R M. thidbestoco N.C.

Name and Address 28655

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554 .

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPFRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain ficensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thgmseives would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters aperate on tight budgets, as do many smaller. market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

L :
We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, i enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) ' The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rnights to air time. Proposed public access requiremenis wouid do so - even if a religious broadcaster

cohscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thgmselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewai proceadings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

Yy

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233 TS iy

| submit the following comments in response to the Locatism Notice of Proposed
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Ans( new FCQ rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(M The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refigious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reguiremenis wouid do so - aven if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pregramming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsgives wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by suhstantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studic location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

LR

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulema E&C-—
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NFRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposats would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, musi present. ‘ '

(2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights o air time. Proposed public access requiremenis wouid do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impaosition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editdrial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thgmselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay {rue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters oper%;te on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cuthacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

AR

We urge the FCC not 1o adopt rules, procedures or policies dlscuésed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propesed Rulemaking (the
“‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclucling the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum. where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiremenis wouid do so -- even if a religious broadeaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thgmgelves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 1o their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. '

N .
We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & lNSPECTED
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed H ulemaﬁiﬁ&tﬂe 0 2008
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment ﬁghEEE&EJM&LHOOM

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particuiarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constifutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain ficensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face tong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity lowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 ) APR 1 0 2008

! submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RﬂLlemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233. FCC-MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, poiicies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopte who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choeice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4y The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propesed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reiigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliels coutd face iong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
staiions. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantjally raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and. (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 1 0 2008

} submit the foilowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prog :»Fe Lm' H@OM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. bl e

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1} Tne FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those wiho don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radic station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights o air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoriai decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond o their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smalier market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals wou!d force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECENVED & INSPECTED
I submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propdsed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. APR 1 0 2008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmerjt righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopte dFCC-M Al LROOM

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impase such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for chaosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatibie viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights 1o air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message, The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoriai decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especiaily religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgeis, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eiectricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio ocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. . '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed sbove.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233
_ _ _ _ ‘ APR L 0 2008
i submit the following comments in response 1o the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
FCC-MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights—fenomier-of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even i0ss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particutarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaliy-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appiicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond fo their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks —~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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[ RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response 1o Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking =:
MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 1 ¢ 2008 |

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R Iﬁ@@g“m
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. . "‘ROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, fo take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even ioss of license for choosing to feilow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatibie viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond {o their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{9 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commmission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substanfjally raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt fules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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[RECENED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

AP
1 submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propdsed Rulerﬁal&ngo{tggus
"NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendme
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s0 — and must not be adopted.

(M The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values coulid face increased harassment, complaints and even Ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpeints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air fime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — aven if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain iicensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond fo their beliefs could face Iong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5 _ Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stattons. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reguiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

! submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos
“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

&) The FCC must not force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposails would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editarial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain ticensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further resfricting main studio logation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks -- and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest. N

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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ZTNGPECTED

RECEWVED

i submit the following comments in response io the Localism Notice of Plposed Rulemaking 8{9) M
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vioiate First Amend fights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
VB Docket No. 04-233

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposails would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
congciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pubiic access requirements would do so — even if a reiigious broadcaster
conscientiousty objects io the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{H The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reiigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comrespond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{3) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaler market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & INSPECTED
MEB Docket No. 04-233

t submit the foliowing commenits in response to the Localism Notice of P#oposeAElB!ekﬁingU Hﬁe

“NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
HECGMAILEOOM

It

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amend
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

§)] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not tumn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights o air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially redigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comrespond to their beliefs could face Jong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest. :

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Locaiism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & INSPECTED
VB Docket No. 04-233

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo Led RMK%QQU@UB
*NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmeni E@CAMALLIB'QOM

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air fime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency -- and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
consfitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal systerm in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings:

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. :

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

4 /;l /a—a’
17

Date
ﬁ 192 L
Iy Address — | .oy, MO (BE70
Name )
, Y17 = le tod - L FFOD
_ Phone
/Wrs,
Title {if afy)

Organization (if any)

"



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04233 RECEVED & INSPECTED
! submit the foliowing commenits in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking {the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. APR 1 0 2008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viciate First Amendmgnt rights. A number of ‘
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adogtbe(CCaMAL LROOM |

%)) The FCC must nat force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Praposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects ic the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewai system in which centain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewst
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount te coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Comimission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by furiher restricting main siudio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks -~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

APR 1 ¢ 2008
i submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruiemaking {the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
) FCC-MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, poiicies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righfs. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to foilow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
parficularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pubtic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal systern in which centain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewat proceedings.

{5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smatller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiic interest. -

ye FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

1 ¢ 2008

APR
t submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propose{d Rulemaking {the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

. . _ | FCC-MAILROOM
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vioiate First Amendment righte—Aradrber-ef—————d
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, wouid do so — and muist not be adopted.
{13 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, o take advice from

peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license far choosing to follow their own
cansciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibiis government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. :

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woulid intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from roufine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs coutd face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailler market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailter market broadcasters, by substanfially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is conirary to the
public interest. - '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking _ RECEIVE
MB Docket No. 04-233 = D & INSPECTED

| submit the foliowing comments in response o the Localism Notice of Proposed RulemAf#R) (Ihq) 2008
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rig tFG@mMAH_ROOM

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complainis and even [oss of license for choosing to foilow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictafing what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prograrnming, especiaily religious programeing, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaily-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs coutd face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewat proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity iowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & INSPECTED
Mi3 Docket No. 04-233

! submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos+d Rule‘hﬂﬂinﬁ 2008
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment |§:GGrMﬂ)HLROOM
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(" The FEC must not force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
uncenstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoiris a broadcaster,
pariicularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5 ~ Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailler market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is oiten a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substaniially raising costs in two ways: {(a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. N

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233 RECEIVED & INSPECTED

1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed E#lﬁmfkblgm
“NPRM’), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmps ;
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adoﬂtEGﬁi MA[’EROOM

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconsiitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters whe resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
pariicularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects {c the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The cheice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewai system in which ¢ertain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studic location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contraty to the
public interest. -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comiments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RECEIVED & INSPECTED
MB Docket No. 064-233

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propdsed RMﬂB&k}:d){tggﬂa
“NPRM?), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendme E QQM!UEF%QOM
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complainis and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibifs government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air fime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency -~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intriide on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices,

{(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity iowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals woqu force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary 1o the
public interest.

cedures or policies discussed above.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rule
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-232
APR 1 0 2008

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos&d Rulemaking {the
"*NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC MAILR OOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, would do so — and must not be adopted. .

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatibie viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoriai decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain ticensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond fo their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commissicn proposes fo further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further resfricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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